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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election with traverse of the embodiment of Figure 49 in the reply filed 
on 8 January 2007 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that Figures 49 
and 50 are "sufficiently related". There are related to a degree; however, they are still 
assumed to be patentably distinct from each other. It is further noted that applicant has 
claims which are specifically drawn to both Figs 49 and 50. If applicant wishes to go 
on record and state that the embodiments of Figures 49 and 50 are obvious 
variants of each other and NOT patentably distinct, then the examiner would be 
more that willing to examine the claims drawn to both Figs 49 and 50. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

2. Claim 58 (being drawn to the embodiment of Fig 50) is withdrawn from further 
consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected species, 
there being no allowable generic or linking claim. Applicant timely traversed the 
restriction (election) requirement in the reply filed on 8 January 2007. 

Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) 
because (1) reference characters in figures 16-18 are also used in figure 20 for a totally 
different device and (2) #674 identifies both the clamp surface in fig 23 and the clamp in 
fig 24 and also #626 in fig 24 is also the core in fig 20 and a totally different element in 
figure 17. Applicant should keep in mind to amend the specification according to any 
drawing change(s) Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are 
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required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any 
amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the 
immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each 
drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top 
margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If 
the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and 
informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

NOTE: The specification is replete with so many errors as to constitute a burden to 
point them all out at this time . The errors noted below only go through page 15 (of 30 
pages). 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: (1 ) the "brief 
description" on page 7 does not" include a reference to Figure 53; (2) #184 (para 0069, 
line 5) is wrong; (3) #188 (para 0071, line 2) is wrong; (4) #356 (para 0076, line 3) is 
wrong; (5) #432 (para 0078, line 5) is wrong; (6) #340 (para 0080, line 4) is wrong; (7) 
"Fig. 18" (para 0080, line 4) is wrong; (8) #496 (para 0080, line 5 and 0081, line 2(1 st )) 
should be #494; (9) #626 (para 0110, line 2) is wrong; and (#674 (para 0110, line 4) is 
wrong. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Warning RE Double-Patenting 
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The claims of the present application, in particular claim 1 , are SO broad as to 
read on and cover pretty much any cleaning device assigned to the present applicant. 
Doing a double-patenting rejection at this point of prosecution would be extremely 
burdensome, given the fact that claim 1 is SO broad and also being that applicant has 
so many prior applications/patents. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. Claims 9,13,22,23,29,30,76-78 and 79-81 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. "Cleaning member 
comprises" (claim 9, line 1) should be changes to either (1) "cleaning element 
comprises" or (2) "cleaning members comprise". Claim 8 (from which claim 29 
depends) already includes a positive recitation of the mat, thus lines 3 of claim 29 
constitutes an improper double-inclusion of the same element. Applicant should review 
the claims for any additional informalities. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1,8,9,13,22,23 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Norman (USP 6,021,542). The patent to Norman discloses a cleaning 
device (10) comprising a cleaning element (34,18,20), support (16) and handle (14). 
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5. Claims 1 ,8,9,13,22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Caristo et al (USP 5,904,150). The patent to Caristo discloses a cleaning 
device (10) comprising a cleaning element (14), support (16) and handle (26). 

6. Claims 1 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Vian (USP 3,040,352). The patent to Vian discloses a cleaning device comprising a 
cleaning element (22), support (12) and handle (14). 

7. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Smith (USP 
4,469,223). The patent to Smith, with particular reference to figs 13-14, discloses a 
device comprising a handle (14), support (16) and bristles (15) which would very well be 
used to clean. 

8. Claims 1 ,50,56,57 and 75 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Wilbrecht (USP 3,192,548). The patent to Wilbrecht discloses a cleaning 
device comprising a cleaning element (14), support (12), handle (26) and cover (20). 

9. Claims 1,8,9,13,22,23 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Chern (USP 4,479,501). The patent to Chern discloses a cleaning 
device comprising a cleaning element (2 or 2'), support (1 1) and handle (1). 

10. Claims 1 ,50,56 and 57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Roth (USP 3,623,179). The patent to Roth discloses a cleaning device comprising a 
cleaning element (20), support (14,12,24), handle (10) and cover (40). 

1 1 . Claims 1 ,8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Roth (USP 3,800,353). The patent to Roth discloses a cleaning device comprising a 
cleaning element (26,28), support (10) and handle (12). 
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12. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Schmitz (USP 
4,642,835). The patent to Schmitz discloses a cleaning device comprising a cleaning 
element (12 or 13), support (11) and a handle. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

13. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said su.bject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

14. Claims 28-30 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Norman (USP 6,021 ,542) in view of Robinson (USP 5,890,255). The patent to 
Norman discloses the invention substantially as claimed with the exception of the 
sheet(s) (26) being a non-woven fabric which includes an impregnated medium. The 
patent to Robinson discloses a cleaning sheet (28) similar in utility to the sheets of 
Norman and which may be a non-woven fabric (column 6, lines 14-19) which may 
include an impregnated ingredient (column 5, lines 8-12). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill to have modified the device of Norman as such as it is an art- 
recognized equivalent means for cleaning debris from a brush and which would also 
permit the application of a treating medium. 

15. Claims 82-84 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Norman (USP 6,021,542) and Robinson (USP 5,890,255) as applied to claim 35 above, 
and further in view of Kurdy (USP 3,964,122). The prior art discloses the invention 
substantially as claimed with the exception of the protective cover. The patent to Kurdy 
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discloses a protective cover (D) for placement over a cleaning implement for the 
' purpose of protecting the cleaning portion of the device during periods of non-use. The 
provision of such a cover to any cleaning implement, including one such as Norman, 
would be obvious for the same reason stated in Kurdy. 

16. Claims 76-81 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Norman (USP 6,021 ,542) in view of Kurdy (USP 3,964,122). It would have been 
obvious to have provided a protective cover as taught in Kurdy to the device of Norman 
for the reasons state above. 

Conclusion 

17. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The cited patents are each pertinent to implements in 
combination with some type of protective cover. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mark Spisich whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1278. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th (5:30-3:00), Alternate Fri off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gladys Corcoran can be reached on (571) 272-1214. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 



For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Mark Spisich 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1744 
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